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ABSTRACT 


Completed  questionnaires  were  received  from  three-fourths  of  the  survey- 
population  in  the  1969  social  security  followup  study  of  persons  aged 
18-64  and  disabled  for  less  than  10  years  in  1966.  About  6  percent  of 
the  survey  population  died  between  1966  and  1969,  1  percent  became  insti¬ 
tutionalized,  and  the  remaining  18  percent  failed  to  respond  to  the 
survey. 

Compared  to  the  survey  respondents,  the  nonrespondents  were  younger  and 
less  likely  to  be  married,  OASDHI  beneficiaries,  or  white;  the  institu¬ 
tionalized  were  more  likely  to  be  nonmarried,  severely  disabled,  and  to 
have  nervous  system  disorders.  The  deceased  group  had  higher  proportions 
than  the  survey  respondents  of  men  and  of  persons  who  had  been  severely 
disabled,  or  out  of  the  labor  force  in  1966. 

Although  more  women  than  men  in  the  1966  survey  population  were  severely 
disabled  and  more  severely  disabled  than  partially  disabled  persons  died 
between  1966  and  1969,  fewer  women  than  men  were  in  the  deceased  group. 
This  suggests  that  some  women  may  have  identified  themselves  as  severely 
disabled  in  1966  on  the  basis  of  their  lack  of  prior  work  experience 
rather  than  their  medical  condition. 


RATES  OF  NONRESPONSE,  INSTITUTIONALIZATION,  AND  DEATH  IN 
THE  1969  FOLLOWUP  SURVEY  OF  DISABLED  ADULTS* 


The  Social  Security  Administration  conducts  periodic  surveys  to  obtain 
information  on  segments  of  the  population  covered  by  its  programs.  The 
1966  Social  Security  Survey  of  the  Disabled  yielded  a  wide  range  of  infor¬ 
mation  on  the  socioeconomic  characteristics  of  the  estimated  18  million 
disabled  persons  aged  18-64  in  the  United  States.  1/  In  1969,  the  SSA 
undertook  a  followup  survey  of  those  persons  who  had  been  disabled  in 
1966  for  less  than  10  years.  2/ 

This  report  presents  data  on  persons  in  the  1966  survey  who  were  deceased, 
institutionalized,  or  nonrespondents  in  1969.  These  data  are  grouped  by 
severity  of  disability  and  characteristics  observed  in  the  1966  survey. 

The  data  for  the  1969  survey  were  obtained  through  a  mail  questionnaire. 
The  technical  note  at  the  end  of  the  report  describes  the  survey  method, 
sampling  variability,  and  definitions  of  terms  used  in  the  report. 


Nonre spondents 

Completed  questionnaires  were  received  from  three-fourths  of  the  persons 
in  the  1969  followup  survey;  about  6  percent  had  died  between  1966  and 
1969;  about  1  percent  had  become  institutionalized,  and  the  remaining 
18  percent  failed  to  respond  (table  A).  While  the  relative  frequency 
of  nonresponse  showed  little  variation  by  sex  or  severity  of  disability, 
nonresponse  varied  significantly  by  other  demographic  characteristics  3/ 
(table  1) .  About  three-tenths  of  the  survey  population  under  age  35  were 
nonrespondents,  compared  with  about  one-sixth  35  and  over.  Nonresponse 
was  lower  among  whites  (16  percent)  than  among  minority  races  (24  percent) . 
Divorced  and  separated  persons  (25  percent)  had  a  higher  nonresponse  rate 
than  married  persons  (16  percent).  Persons  drawing  OASDHI  benefits  had 
a  nonresponse  rate  (10  percent)  that  was  about  half  the  rate  of  nonbene¬ 
ficiaries  (19  percent);  public  assistance  recipients  among  the  nonbene¬ 
ficiaries  had  a  rate  (28  percent)  about  three  times  the  beneficiary  rate. 
These  patterns  were  similar  for  the  levels  of  severity  of  disability. 

One  reason  for  nonresponse  was  that  the  sample  persons  may  have  died  or 
they  had  moved  and  left  no  change  of  address  or  had  no  acquaintance, 
relative,  or  survivor  at  the  former  address  to  forward  mail.  This  means 


*By  Edward  Steinberg  and  Philip  Frohlich,  Division  of  Disability 
Studies . 

If  See  reports  Nos.  1-24,  1966  Social  Security  Survey  of  the  Dis¬ 
abled,  Office  of  Research  and  Statistics,  Social  Security  Administration, 
1967-74. 

2/  The  followup  survey  excluded  persons  whose  disability  began  be¬ 
fore  the  age  of  18. 

3/  Throughout  this  report  differences  were  considered  significant 
at  the. 5  percent  level. 


TABLE  A. —Respondents  and  nonrespondents  in  the  19&9  followup  survey  of  the 
disabled 


Severity  of 
disability 
in  1966 

Total 
number 
in  i960 
(in  thou¬ 
sands  ) 

Percentage  distribution 

Total 

1969  followup  survey 

Respond¬ 

ents 

Deceased 

Institu¬ 

tion¬ 

alized 

Non¬ 

respon¬ 

dents 

All  disabled 

Total. ....... 

8,363 

100.0 

74.9 

6.4 

0.7 

17.9 

ec*G)»cci»* 

2,866 

100.0 

68.1 

11.1 

1.6 

19.2 

Occupational. . . 

2,516 

100.0 

74.2 

5.7 

.5 

19.6 

Secondary  work 

limitations , . . 

2,981 

100.0 

82.1 

2.6 

.1 

15.3 

Men 

Total . 

3,809 

100.0 

72  0  2 

9.2 

1.0 

17.6 

S0*\T0!P0 

1,060 

100.0 

61.5 

19.3 

2.9 

16.3 

Occupational. . . 

1,178 

100. C 

72.3 

7.6 

.5 

19.7 

Secondary  work 

limitations , . . 

1,571 

100.0 

79.3 

3.7 

.1 

16.9 

Women 

Total . 

4, 55*i 

100.0 

77.2 

4.1 

.5 

18.1 

Severe . 

1,806 

100.0 

72.0 

6.3 

.9 

20.9 

Occupational. . . 

1,338 

100.0 

75.9 

4.1 

.5 

19.5 

Secondary  work 

limitations . . . 

1,410 

100.0 

85.1 

1.3 

.1 

13.4 
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that  persons  who  were  less  well  established  residentially  and  less  stable 
in  terms  of  family  and  friends  would  have  higher  nonresponse  rates.  This 
is  probably  part  of  the  reason  why  younger  persons  had  higher  rates  than 
older  persons  and  married  persons  had  lower  rates  than  the  separated, 
divorced,  or  never  married.  It  also  helps  to  explain  the  lower  rate  for 
beneficiaries,  who  were  older  than  nonbeneficiaries,  and  the  higher  rate 
for  public  assistance  recipients.  It  may  also  contribute  to  the  difference 
in  rates  by  race. 

Another  reason  for  nonresponse  was  refusal  to  supply  the  information 
requested.  This  may  account  for  part  of  the  difference  between  benefi¬ 
ciaries  and  nonbeneficiaries;  beneficiaries  may  have  felt  more  compelled 
than  nonbeneficiaries  to  respond  to  a  request  for  information  from  the 
Social  Security  Administration. 

Response  to  the  questionnaire  was  voluntary;  however,  the  cover  letter 
did  not  say  this  explicitly.  Subsequently  adopted  HEW  policy  requires 
that  each  person  asked  to  respond  to  a  survey  be  informed  whether  partici¬ 
pation  is  mandatory  or  voluntary. 

Data  on  family  life-cycle  status,  labor  force  status,  and  education 
provided  some  significant  differences  in  nonresponse  rates,  but  were 
less  consistent  and  harder  to  interpret  than  the  data  on  age,  race,  and 
beneficiary  status. 

Differences  in  nonresponse  rates  between  married  heads  of  families  or 
their  spouses  and  nonmarried  heads  of  households  were  not  significant. 
Married  heads  of  families  or  spouses  who  lived  with  adult  children  only, 
however,  had  a  significantly  lower  nonresponse  rate  than  widowed,  divorced, 
or  separated  heads  of  families  who  lived  with  children.  This  difference 
was  greater  for  the  severely  disabled.  No  other  differences  between 
family  life-cycle  groups  were  statistically  significant  at  the  5  percent 
level . 

For  the  total  group  there  was  no  significant  difference  in  nonresponse 
for  persons  in  the  labor  force  and  persons  not  in  the  labor  force,  but 
for  the  severely  disabled  the  rate  was  significantly  higher  for  those 
in  the  labor  force.  There  were  also  no  significant  differences  in  non¬ 
response  by  education  level  for  the  total  group,  but  for  the  severely 
disabled,  persons  with  college  training  had  lower  rates  than  high  school 
graduates  or  persons  with  only  an  elementary  education  or  less. 

Comparisons  of  nonresponse  by  disability  characteristics  show  apparent 
differences  between  persons  with  major  disabling  conditions  (table  2). 
However,  because  of  the  small  size  of  the  samples  the  differences  were 
not  statistically  significant.  A  few  were  of  borderline  significance — 
those  between  persons  with  neoplasms  or  urogenital  disorders,  for  example, 
with  about  one-third  of  the  sample  not  responding,  and  persons  with 
diabetes  or  visual  impairments,  with  about  a  tenth  not  responding. 
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One  can  speculate  that  persons  with  disorders  most  likely  to  result  in 
death  would  have  nonresponse  rates  increased  by  unreported  deaths.  This 
would  explain  the  high  nonresponse  rate  of  persons  with  neoplasms,  but 
the  high  nonresponse  rate  for  persons  with  digestive  or  urogenital  disorders 
were  among  the  lowest  in  the  reported  deaths.  In  general,  one  can  only 
conclude  that  the  evidence  is  sketchy  and  inconclusive  on  relationships 
between  type  of  disorders  and  nonresponse. 

Nonresponse  was  not  related  to  duration  of  disability  in  the  total  group, 
but  severely  disabled  persons  whose  disability  had  lasted  from  3  to  4 
years  had  a  significantly  lower  rate  than  severely  disabled  persons  with 
shorter  or  longer  duration. 

The  Institutionalized 


It  is  difficult  to  make  statistically  significant  statements  about  this 
group  because  less  than  1  percent  of  the  followup  population  became 
institutionalized  between  1966  and  1969.  However,  the  data  do  show 
relatively  high  rates  of  institutionalization  among  the  nonmarried  (e.g., 
3  percent  for  divorced  and  separated  persons),  the  severely  disabled  (2 
percent),  and  persons  with  nervous  system  disorders  (7  percent).  The 
extent  of  institutionalization  was  also  higher  among  men  who  were  not  in 
the  labor  force  in  1966  than  among  those  who  were  in  the  labor  force; 
this  difference  was  not  evident  among  the  small  number  of  institution¬ 
alized  women. 

The  Deceased 


As  expected,  death  was  more  common  for  older  persons  than  for  younger 
persons  in  the  followup  survey  population.  About  10  percent  of  those 
55  years  and  over  died  between  1966  and  1969,  compared  with  about  4  per¬ 
cent  of  those  under  55.  Deaths  were  also  relatively  high  among  men 
(9  percent),  the  severely  disabled  (11  percent),  persons  not  in  the  labor 
force  in  1966  (8  percent),  and  OASDHI  beneficiaries  (12  percent), 
especially  the  disabled-worker  beneficiaries. 

The  proportions  of  persons  in  the  various  age-sex  groups  in  the  followup 
survey  population  who  died  during  the  3-year  period  1966-69  are  shown  in 
table  B.  The  approximate  average  annual  death  rates  for  these  age  groups 
were  derived  by  dividing  the  number  of  deaths  during  the  3-year  period 
by  three  times  the  population  and  then  expressing  the  results  per  1,000 
persons  (table  C) .  As  expected,  the  percentages  rose  with  increasing  age. 
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TABLE  B. — Mortality:  Proportions  deceased,  1966-69,  of  persons  in  1969  followup 
survey  of  the  disabled,  by  age  in  1966  and  sex 


— 

Age 

in 

1966 

Men 

Percent 

deceased 

Women 

Percent 

deceased 

Number  (in 

thousands) 

Number  (in  thousands) 

Population 

Deceased 

Population 

Deceased 

Total . 

3,809 

351 

9.2 

4,554 

188 

4.1 

18-21. . 

9 

—  _  — 

— 

16 

5 

31.3 

22-24.. 

62 

— 

— 

107 

— 

25-34.. 

348 

1 

.2 

515 

25 

4.9 

35-44.. 

656 

18 

2.7 

919 

13 

1.4 

45-49.  . 

538 

14 

2.6 

639 

23 

3.6 

50-54.. 

602 

88 

14.6 

755 

21 

2.8 

55-59. . 

676 

108 

16.0 

788 

56 

7.1 

60-64.. 

917 

123 

13.4 

816 

44 

5.4 

and  were  higher  for  men  than  women.  Within  given  age  groups,  the  death 
rates  for  the  survey  population  were  above  the  corresponding  rates  for 
the  general  U.S.  population,  but  below  the  rates  for  disabled-worker 
beneficiaries.  4/  This  latter  finding  was  expected,  as  disabled-worker 
beneficiaries  are  a  more  severely  disabled  group  than  the  survey  popula¬ 
tion. 

The  confidence  intervals  for  death  rates  were  wide  for  the  various  age-sex 
groups  in  the  followup  survey  population.  However,  one  interesting  point 
stands  out.  In  the  three  oldest  age  groups,  where  most  deaths  occurred, 
the  mortality  rates  for  men  were  far  higher  than  those  for  women,  and 
the  male-female  differences  appeared  larger  than  those  for  the  total  U.S. 
population.  The  large  male-female  differences  in  mortality  rates  among 
the  followup  survey  population  were  especially  striking  because  a  larger 
proportion  of  the  women  (40  percent)  than  men  (28  percent)  were  severely 
disabled  in  1966.  This  finding  suggests  that  a  major  reason  for  the  high 
proportion  of  women  who  identify  themselves  as  severely  disabled — that  is, 
as  unable  to  work  regularly  at  all — is  not  necessarily  the  medical  severity 


4/  For  1966-71  death  rates  for  both  the  total  U.S.  population  and 
disabled-worker  beneficiaries,  see  Charles  M.  Croner  and  Lawrence  D.  Haber, 
"Declining  Mortality  Among  Disabled-Worker  Beneficiaries,"  Research  and 
Statistics  Note  No.  13,  Office  of  Research  and  Statistics,  Social  Security 
Administration,  1974. 
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TABLE  C. — Average  annual  death  rate  per  1,000  persons  1966-69,  of  persons  in  1969 
followup  survey  of  the  disabled  by  age  in  1966  and  sex 


Men 

Women 

Age 

Number  (in  thousands) 

Average 

Number  (in  thousands) 

Average 

in 

annual 

annual 

1966 

death  per 

death  per 

Population 

1,000 

Population 

1,000 

per  1,000 

Deceased 

per  1,000 

Deceased 

Total. 

11,427 

351 

3.1 

13,662 

188 

1.4 

18-21. . . 

27 

—  _  — 

— 

48 

5 

10.4 

22-24... 

186 

— 

— 

321 

— 

25-34 .. o 

1,044 

1 

.1 

1,545 

25 

1.6 

35-44. . . 

1,968 

18 

.9 

2,757 

13 

.5 

45-49. .. 

1,614 

14 

.9 

1,917 

23 

1.2 

50-54.. . 

1,806 

88 

4.9 

2,265 

21 

.9 

55-59. . . 

2,028 

108 

5.3 

2,364 

56 

2.4 

60-64. .. 

2,751 

123 

— 

4.5 

2,448 

44 

1.8 

of  their  conditions.  Because  more  women  than  men  lack  work  experience, 
women  may  be  more  likely  to  regard  any  physical  impairment  as  an 
insurmountable  barrier  to  securing  employment.  5/ 

Racial  data  also  suggest  a  relationship  between  labor  market  experience 
and  perceived  severity  of  disability.  Almost  one-half  of  the  Negroes 
and  other  minority  races  in  the  followup  survey  population  were  classi¬ 
fied  as  severely  disabled  in  1966,  compared  with  only  about  one-third 
of  the  whites.  However,  the  death  rate  for  these  classified  as  severely 
disabled  was  about  twice  as  high  for  whites  than  other  minority  race 
members.  These  findings  suggest  that  more  minority  race  members,  who 
traditionally  experience  greater  difficulty  in  the  labor  market  than  whites, 
may  have  classified  themselves  as  ’’severely  disabled,"  even  though  their 
impairments  were  not  as  disabling  as  those  of  severely  disabled  whites. 


5/  For  a  more  detailed  discussion  of  this  point,  see  Lawerence  D. 
Haber,  "Disability,  Work,  and  Income  Maintenance:  Prevalence  of  Dis¬ 
ability,  1966,"  Report  No.  2,  1966  Social  Security  Survey  of  the  Disabled, 
Office  of  Research  and  Statistics,  Social  Security  Administration,  May 
1968,  pp.  3-4  and  Edward  Steinberg,  "Work  Adjustment  of  the  Recently  Dis¬ 
abled,"  1971  Social  Security  Survey  of  Recently  Disabled  Adults,  Office  of 
Research  and  Statistics,  Social  Security  Administration,  January  1976, 
pp.  2-4. 
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THE  1969  SOCIAL  SECURITY  FOLLOWUP  STUDY  OF  DISABLED  ADULTS: 

TECHNICAL  NOTE 


Under  the  old-age,  survivors,  disability,  and  health  insurance  (OASDHI) 
program,  disability  benefits  are  provided  to  severely  disabled  adults 
with  extensive  work  experience  in  covered  employment  and  to  adults 
disabled  since  childhood  who  are  dependents  of  retired,  disabled,  or 
deceased  insured  workers. 

In  1969  the  Social  Security  Administration  conducted  a  survey  designed 
to  assess  the  current  economic,  medical,  and  social-psychological  func¬ 
tioning  of  more  than  6  million  noninstitutionalized  adults  previously 
identified  as  being  disabled  less  than  10  years  in  1966.  The  major  focus 
of  the  survey  was  the  change  between  1966  and  1969  in  these  key  variables 

— rates  of  recovery,  death,  and  functional  limitations  in  the  disabled 
population, 

— beneficiary  status  and  program  entitlement  under  OASDHI  in  relation  to 
current  work  limitations  and  other  sources  of  public  income  mainte¬ 
nance,  and 

— disability  status  and  OASDHI  coverage  as  they  relate  to  current  income 
and  income  sources;  occupational,  life,  and  work  adjustments;  medical 
care  and  rehabilitation;  and  family  relationships  and  activities. 


The  study  had  several  other  objectives: 

— to  provide  detailed  data  for  use  by  persons  and  agencies  providing 
services  to  the  disabled, 

— to  evaluate  the  provisions  of  the  OASDHI  disability  program,  and  to 
derive  implications  for  policy  and  legislative  changes, 

— to  contrast  the  circumstances  and  experiences  of  persons  receiving 
OASDHI  benefits  and  other  disability  assistance  and  those  not 
receiving  public  income  maintenance  support,  and 

— to  examine  alternate  concepts  of  disability  and  projected  variations 
in  benefit  eligibility. 

Study  Design 


The  survey  population  included  all  persons  above  age  18  who  were 
previously  identified  as  being  disabled  less  than  10  years  through  the 
1966  Social  Security  Survey  of  Noninstitutionalized  Adults.  The  extent 
of  incapacity  within  this  group  originally  ranged  from  limitations  in 
the  amount  or  kind  of  work  which  could  be  performed,  to  relatively  total 
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incapacity  for  work  or  self-care.  The  study  population  included  approxi¬ 
mately  6,2  million  disabled  persons,  rep.  Dsented  by  a  sample  of  about 
2,800  cases,  aged  21-67  in  1969. 

The  study  population  was  restricted  to  those  disabled  less  than  10  years, 
since  relatively  little  situational  change  is  experienced  beyond  this 
period.  Adults  disabled  in  childhood  were  also  eliminated  from  the 
population.  These  are  typically  long-term  disability  cases  with  little 
or  no  work  history  prior  to  disability.  Finally,  individuals  not 
reporting  on  year  of  onset  at  the  time  of  the  1966  survey  were  also 
excluded  from  the  followup. 

A  preliminary  questionnaire  designed  to  cover  the  major  focal  variables 
was  constructed  and  administered  by  mail  in  a  pretest  pilot  evaluation 
conducted  in  August  1969.  A  final  questionnaire  was  developed  in  late 
August  1969. 

The  selection  of  a  sample  consisting  of  3,950  persons  was  completed  in 
late  September  1969.  From  this  sample  294  persons  reported  as  deceased 
by  the  SSA  were  deleted.  The  first  mailing  to  the  remaining  3,656 
persons  was  sent  in  October  1969.  A  reminder  card  was  mailed  to  all 
sample  persons  within  4  to  6  days  of  the  initial  mailing.  Two  weeks 
later  in  November,  1,771  nonrespondents  were  sent  another  questionnaire 
by  certified  mailing.  These  "nonrespondents"  were  sample  persons  who  did 
not  answer  either  the  initial  mailing  or  the  reminder  card.  All  "post¬ 
master  returns"  (questionnaires  returned  by  postmaster  as  undeliverable) 
were  included  in  the  certified  mail  followup.  Between  December  1,  1969 
and  January  30,  1970,  the  Field  Division  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census 
conducted  a  followup  of  all  fail-edit  cases,  all  nonresponse  and  post¬ 
master  returns  in  the  Census  Bureau’s  Current  Population  Survey  (CPS), 
and  the  Monthly  Labor  Survey  (MLS),  and  the  SSA-DIB  sample  frames  and  a 
followup  subsample  (l-in-2)  of  SSA  disallowed,  SSA  denied  and  State 
Welfare  APTD-AB  sample  frame  cases.  The  total  field  followup  workload 
consisted  of  1,687  cases.  Nonresponse  and  postmaster  return  cases  were 
followed  up  by  personal  interview.  Questionnaires  which  failed  edit 
were  followed  up  by  telephone  wherever  possible.  The  completed  sample 
consisted  of  approximately  2,800  disabled  adults. 

Definition  of  Disability 

Disability  is  defined  as  a  limitation  on  the  kind  or  amount  of  work  (or 
housework)  resulting  from  a  chronic  health  condition  or  impairment  lasting 
3  months  or  longer.  The  extent  of  incapacity  ranges  from  inability  to 
perform  any  kind  of  work  to  secondary  limitations  on  the  kind  or  amount 
of  work  performed.  The  disability  classification  used  in  the  report  is 
based  on  capacity  for  work,  as  reported  by  the  respondent  to  a  set  of 
work  qualification  questions.  Data  on  employment  and  on  functional 
capacities — such  as  mobility,  activities  of  daily  living,  personal  care 
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needs,  and  functional  activity  limitations — were  also  used  to  evaluate 
further  the  nature  and  severity  of  the  disability. 

Severity  of  disability -The  severity  of  disability  was  classified  by  the 
extent  of  work  limitations: 

Severely  disabled . — unable  to  work  altogether  or  unable  to  work 
regularly  (6  months  or  more  at  a  time) . 

Occupationally  disabled . — able  to  work  regularly,  but  unable  to  do 
the  same  work  as  before  the  onset  of  disability  or  unable  to  work 
full  time  (35  hours  a  week  or  more). 

Secondary  work  limitations .  ~ able  to  work  full  time,  regularly  and 
at  the  same  work,  but  with  limitations  on  the  kind  or  amount  of  work 
they  can  perform;  women  with  limitations  on  keeping  house  but  not  on 
work  are  included  as  having  secondary  work  limitations. 

References  to  the  partially  disabled  include  individuals  in  the  two 
lesser 'severity  categories. 

Reliability  of  the  Estimates 


Since  the  estimates  are  based  on  a  sample,  they  may  differ  from  the 
figures  that  would  have  been  obtained  if  all  adults  disabled  less  than 
10  years  in  the  United  States  had  been  surveyed  using  the  same  schedules 
and  instructions.  As  in  any  survey,  the  results  are  subject  to  error  of 
response  and  reporting  as  well  as  to  sampling  variability.  The  standard 
error  is  a  measure  of  the  differences  between  sample  values  and  the  uni¬ 
verse  values  that  would  have  been  obtained  if  all  persons  in  the  universe 
had  been  studied.  The  standard  error  indicates  the  amount  which  the 
sample  estimate  may  vary  from  the  universe  value  or  the  sample  variability. 

For  interval  estimates,  the  standard  error  is  used  to  construct  an 
interval  with  a  prescribed  confidence  that  the  interval  includes  the 
•universe  value  or  the  average  of  all  possible  samples  drawn  from  the  same 
universe.  In  about  68  percent  of  the  sample  from  a  population,  the  popula¬ 
tion  value  would  be  included  in  the  interval  from  one  standard  error  below 
the  sample  estimate  to  one  standard  error  above  it — referred  to  as  the 
68-percent  confidence  or  one  standard  error  interval.  The  population 
value  would  be  included  in  the  interval  from  two  standard  errors  below 
the  sample  estimate  to  two  standard  errors  above  it  in  about  95  percent 
of  the  samples  from  a  population — the  95-percent  confidence  or  two 
standard  error  interval.  The  99-percent  confidence  interval  is  approxi¬ 
mately  2.5  standard  errors  above  and  below  the  sample  estimate. 

The  standard  error  is  also  useful  in  testing  the  significance  of  the 
difference  between  two  statistics — that  is,  the  assurance  one  can  have 
that  the  sample  difference  in  means,  percentages  or  estimates  is  a  real 
difference  and  not  merely  due  to  chance.  In  order  to  test  this,  the 
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standard  error  of  the  difference  can  be  calculated  from  the  square  root 
of  the  sum  of  the  squared  standard  errors  of  each  sample.  If  the  ob¬ 
served  difference  is  as  large  as  one  standard  error  of  the  difference, 
it  is  statistically  significant  at  the  32-percent  significance  level, 
if  as  large  as  two  standard  errors  it  is  significant  at  approximately 
the  5-percent  level,  and  if  as  large  as  2.5  standard  errors  it  is  signi¬ 
ficant  at  about  the  1-percent  level.  As  a  general  practice  in  the 
analyses  of  this  survey,  differences  in  estimates  and  percentages  are 
considered  statistically  significant  if  the  critical  ratio  equals  or 
exceeds  1.96  standard  errors,  the  level  at  which  a  predicted  difference 
could  be  expected  to  occur  by  chance  less  than  5  out  of  100  times,  or  the 
.05  level  of  significance. 

Table  I  gives  approximate  standard  errors  for  the  total  number  of  1966 
disabled  adults  and  for  three  subpopulations.  Table  II  gives  approxi¬ 
mate  standard  errors  for  estimated  percentages.  Linear  interpolation 
may  be  used  to  obtain  values  not  specifically  shown.  In  order  to  derive 
standard  errors  that  are  applicable  to  a  variety  of  estimates,  a  number 
of  assumptions  and  approximations  were  required.  As  a  result,  the  tables 
of  standard  errors  provide  an  indication  of  the  order  of  magnitude  rather 
than  the  precise  standard  errors  for  any  specific  attribute.  The  sampling 
errors  of  some  selected  estimates  are  shown  below  to  provide  a  general 
approximation  of  the  sampling  variability  of  the  data  presented  in  this 
report. 

Table  1  of  this  report  shows  that  17.9  percent  of  the  8,363,000  persons 
in  the  followup  survey  population  were  nonrespondents.  The  standard 
error  for  this  estimate  is  1.2.  Thus,  the  95-percent  confidence  interval 
for  the  proportion  of  nonrespondents  is  between  15.5  and  20.3  percent. 

Table  1  shows  that  11.1  percent  of  the  severely  disabled  persons  in  the 
followup  survey  population  died  between  1966  and  1969.  The  standard 
error  of  this  percent  on  a  base  of  2,866,000  is  about  1.3.  The  95-percent 
confidence  interval  for  this  estimate  is  between  8.5  and  13.7  percent. 

Table  1  shows  nonresponse  rates  of  16.5  percent  for  the  6,879,000  whites 
and  24.3  percent  for  the  1,484,000  persons  of  other  races.  The  standard 
error  of  this  difference  is  about  3.3,  indicating  that  the  estimated 
difference  of  7.8  percent  is  statistically  significant  at  the  95-percent 
confidence  level. 

Table  1  shows  nonresponse  rates  of  10.3  percent  for  the  1,319,000  OASDHI 
beneficiaries  and  19.3  percent  for  the  7,044  nonbeneficiaries.  The 
standard  error  of  this  difference  is  about  2.6,  indicating  that  the 
9-percent  difference  in  rates  of  nonresponse  is  statistically  significant 
at  the  99-percent  level  of  confidence. 
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TABLE  I. — Standard  errors  of  sample  estimates  of  1966  disabled  adults  by 
severity  of  disability 


Size  of 
estimates 
(in  thousands) 

Total 

Severely 

disabled 

Partially 

disabled 

OASDI 

beneficiaries 

Standard  errors 

(in  thousands) 

25 . 

13 

7 

13 

10 

50 . 

18 

11 

18 

14 

100 . 

26 

19 

26 

20 

200. . . . 

38 

30 

38 

28 

300 . 

47 

40 

47 

34 

400 . 

55 

49 

55 

39 

500 . 

62 

57 

63 

44 

750 . 

77 

75 

79 

55 

1,000 . 

91 

90 

94 

65 

1,500 _ ... 

115 

114 

120 

85 

2,000 . 

137 

133 

143  ■ 

104 

2,500. ...o.. 

156 

149 

164 

— 

3,000 . 

175 

161 

183 

— 

4,000 . 

209 

— 

220 

— 

5,000 . 

241 

— 

254 

— 

6,000 . 

272 

— 

— 

— 

7,500 . 

316 

— 

—  “ 

—  — 

/ 
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TABLE  II. — Standard  errors  of  estimated  percentages  of  1966  disabled  adults  aged  18-64  and  disabled 
less  than  10  years  in  1966  by  severity  of  disability 


Base  of 

percentages  (in 
thousands ) 


Total 


50.. . 

100.. 

200.. 

300.. 

500.. 

750.. 
1,000 
2,000 
3,000 
5,000 
6,000 


Severely 

disabled 


50.. . 

100.. 

200.. 

300.. 

400.. 

500.. 

750.. 

1,000 

2,000 

3,000 


Partially 

disabled 


50.. . 

100.. 

200.. 

300.. 

500.. 

750.. 
1,000 
2,000 
3,000 
4,000 
5,000 


OASDI 

beneficiaries 


50.. . 

100.. 

200.. 

300.. 

500.. 

750.. 
1,000 
2,000 


Estimated  percents 


2.0  or 
98.0 

5.0  or 
95.0 

10.0  or 
90.0 

15.0  or 
85.O 

20.0  or 
80.0 

25.0  or 
75.0 

35.0  or 
65.O 

50.0 

5.0 

7.7 

10.7 

12.7 

14.3 

15.4 

17.0 

17.9 

3.5 

5.5 

7.6 

9.0 

10.1 

11.0 

12.1 

12.7 

2.5 

3.9 

5.4 

6.4 

7.2 

7.8 

8.6 

9.1 

2.0 

3.2 

4.4 

5.3 

5.9 

6.4 

7.1 

7.4 

1.6 

2.5 

3.4 

4.1 

4.6 

5.0 

5.5 

5.8 

1.3 

2.0 

2.8 

3.4 

3.8 

4.1 

4.5 

4.8 

1.1 

1.8 

2.5 

2.9 

3.3 

3.6 

4.0 

4.2 

.8 

1.3 

1.8 

2.1 

2.4 

2.6 

2.9 

3.0 

.7 

1.0 

1.5 

1.7 

2.0 

2.1 

2.4 

2.5 

.5 

.8 

1.1 

1 .4 

1.5 

1.7 

1.9 

2.0 

.5 

.8 

1.0 

1.3 

1.4 

1.6 

1.7 

1.8 

1.1 

2.2 

3.4 

4.4 

5-2 

5.8 

6.8 

7.5 

1.0 

1.8 

2.9 

3.7 

4.4 

4.9 

5.7 

6.3 

.8 

1.5 

2.4 

3.1 

3.7 

4.1 

4.8 

5.3 

.7 

1.4 

2.2 

2.8 

3.3 

3.7 

4.3 

4.8 

.7 

1.3 

2.0 

2.6 

3.1 

3.5 

4.0 

4.5 

.7 

1.2 

1.9 

2.5 

2.9 

3.3 

3.8 

4.2 

.6 

1.1 

1.7 

2.2 

2.6 

3.0 

3.5 

3.8 

.5 

1.0 

1.6 

2.1 

2.5 

2.8 

3.2 

3.6 

.5 

.9 

1.4 

1.8 

2.1 

2.3 

2.7 

3.0 

.4  - 

.8 

1.2 

1.6 

1.9 

2.1 

2.4 

2.7 

4.8 

7.5 

10.3 

12.3 

13.8 

15.0 

16.6 

17.4 

3.4 

5.3 

7.4 

8.8 

9.9 

10.7 

11.8 

12.4 

2.4 

3.8 

5.2 

6.3 

7.0 

7-6 

8.5 

8.9 

2.0 

3.1 

4.3 

5.2 

5.8 

6.3 

7.0 

7.3 

1.5 

2.4 

3.4 

4.0 

4.5 

4.9 

5.5 

5-8 

1.3 

2.0 

2.8 

3.3 

3.7 

4.1 

4.5 

4.8 

1.1 

1.7 

2.4 

2.9 

3.3 

3.6 

4.0 

4.2 

.8 

1.3 

1.8 

2.1 

2.4 

2.6 

2.9 

3.1 

.7 

1.0 

1.5 

1.8 

2.0 

2.2 

2.4 

2.6 

.6 

.9 

1.3 

1.5 

1.7 

1.9 

2.1 

2.3 

•  5 

.8 

1.2 

1 .4 

1.6 

1.7 

1.9 

2.1 

4.1 

6.4 

8.8 

10.4 

11.6 

12.6 

13.8 

14.5 

2.9 

4.5 

6.2 

7.3 

8.2 

8.8 

9.7 

10.1 

2.0 

1.7 

3.2 

2.6 

4.3 

3.5 

U 

U 

6.2 

5.0 

6.8 

5.5 

7.1 

5.7 

1.3 

2.0 

2.7 

3.2 

3.5 

3.8 

4.2 

4.3 

1.0 

1.6 

2.2 

2.6 

2.9 

3.1 

3.4 

3.5 

.9 

1.4 

1.9 

2.2 

2.4 

2.6 

2.9 

3-0 

.6 

1.0 

1.3 

u 

1.7 

1.8 

1.9 

2.0 
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TABLE  1. — Selected  characteristics  of  disabled  adult  3  in  1966  by  severity  of  disability: 
Percentage  distribution  of  respondents  and  nonrespoi  lents  in  the  1969  followup  survey  of 
the  disabled 


Selected 

characteristics 

in  1966 

1969 

.4 

Nonrespondents 

followup 

population 

(in 

thousands) 

Total 

percent 

Respon¬ 

dents 

Deceased 

Insti¬ 

tution¬ 

alized 

Percent 

Standard 

error 

of 

percent 

All  disabled 

Total . 

8,363 

100.0 

74.9 

6.4 

0.7 

17.9 

1.2 

Age  on  2/1/66 

18-24 . 

194 

100.0 

62.4 

2.6 

1.0 

34.5 

8.8 

25-34 . 

863 

100.0 

65.8 

2.9 

1.0 

30.4 

.  4.1 

35-44 . 

1,575 

100.0 

80.5 

2.0 

1.2 

16.3 

2.5 

45-54 . 

2,533 

100.0 

76.2 

5.7 

.8 

17.3 

2.0 

55-59 . 

1,464 

100.0 

70.9 

11.3 

.6 

17.1 

2.7 

60-64 . 

1,733 

100.0 

77.4 

9.6 

.2 

12.8 

2.2 

Sex 

Men . 

3,809 

100.0 

72.2 

9.2 

1.0 

17.6 

1.7 

Women . 

4,554 

100.0 

77.2 

4.1 

.5 

18.1 

1.6 

Race 

White . 

6,879 

100.0 

75.9 

6.7 

.8 

16.5 

1.2 

Negro  and  other... 

1,484 

100.0 

70.1 

5.2 

.4 

24.3 

3.1 

Marital  status 

Married . 

6 , 326 

100.0 

76.6 

6.4 

.3 

16.8 

1.3 

Widowed . 

746 

100.0 

75.4 

7.6 

.8 

16.1 

3.5 

Divorced,  separated 

804 

100.0 

63.6 

7.1 

3.4 

25.9 

4.1 

Never  married . 

487 

100.0 

71.4 

4.7 

2.2 

21.8 

4.8 

Education 

Less  than  8  years. 

2,399 

100.0 

73.9 

8.0 

.7 

17.5 

2.0 

8  years . 

1,362 

100.0 

70.9 

9.6 

.9 

18.5 

2.9 

1-3  years  of  high 

school . 

4  years  of  high 

1,678 

100.0 

75.5 

4.6 

1.5 

18.4 

2.6 

school . 

1,717 

100.0 

75.7 

3.2 

.1 

21.0 

2.7 

College . 

1,091 

100.0 

78.9 

7.1 

.1 

13.9 

2.7 

Not  reported . 

116 

100.0 

85.1 

1 

5.2 

4.2 

5.2 

5.3 
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TABLE  1. — Selected  characteristics  of  disabled  adults  in  1966  by  severity  of  disability: 
Percentage  distribution  of  respondents  and  nonrespondents  in  the  1969  followup  survey  of 
the  disabled — Continued 


1 

Selected 
characteristics 
in  1966 

1969 

followup 

population 

(in 

thousands) 

! 

i 

Total 

percent 

» 

Respon-  (Deceased’ 
dents 

1 

« 

Insti¬ 

tution¬ 

alized 

Nonrespc 

Percent 

ndents 

Standard 

error 

of 

percent 

All 

disabled 

— Continued 

Family  life  cycle 

1 

i 

i 

i 

• 

Dependent  nonmarried. 

nonhead,  18-44 . 

264 

100.0 

69.4 

0.8 

1.2 

22.7 

6.7 

Married  head  or  spouse 

1 

| 

18-64 . 

6,245 

100.0 

76.4 

6.4 

•3 

16.8 

1.3 

With  minor  children 

2,992 

100.0 

77.9 

3.9 

.  3 

17.8 

1.9 

With  adult  children 

1 

only . 

857 

100.0 

77.8 

7.5 

.3 

14.4 

3.1 

With  no  children... 

2,396 

100.0 

74.1 

9.2 

.3 

16.5 

2.0 

Nonmarried  head, 

18-64 . 

1,378 

100.0 

69.2 

7.6 

1.7 

21.6 

3.1 

With  children . 

583 

100.0 

67.4 

4.8 

.5 

27.3 

4.8 

With  no  children... 

795 

100.0 

70.4 

9.7 

2.5 

17.5 

3.5 

Dependent  older  adults 

476 

100.0 

74.6 

1 

6.7 

.6 

17.9 

4.5 

Labor  force  status 

j 

i 

Not  in  labor  force... 

4,145 

100.0 

i 

73.8 

8.4 

1.2 

16.6 

1.6 

In  labor  force . 

4,200 

100.0 

75.9 

4.5 

.3 

19.2 

1.7 

Employed . 

3,889 

100.0 

76.4 

4.0 

.4 

19.3 

1.8 

Full-time . 

2,929 

100.0 

78.9 

3.3 

.2 

17.5 

1.8 

Part-time . 

957 

100.0 

68.6 

5.9 

.7 

24.8 

3.7 

Unemployed . 

300 

100.0 

69.8 

12.0 

.1 

18.0 

5.7 

Not  reported . 

18 

(1/) 

-  1 

— 

— 

— 

Public  income 

i 

maintenance  program 

OASDHI  beneficiaries. 

1,319 

100.0 

76.3 

12.5 

.9 

10.3 

2  c  3 

Disabled  worker.... 

526 

100.0 

67.8 

21.5 

1.8 

8.9 

3.1 

All  others . 

792 

100.0 

81.9 

6.6 

.3 

11.1 

2.8 

Nonbeneficiaries . 

7,044 

100.0 

74.7 

5.3 

.7 

19.3 

1.3 

Public  assistance.. 

475 

100.0 

62.1 

9.1 

.2 

28.6 

5.4 

Other  public  income 

| 

maintenance . 

721 

100.0 

68.4  i 

10.1 

3.3 

18.2 

3.8 

No  public  income 

j 

1 

maintenance . 

5,848 

100.0 

76.4 

i 

4.4 

.4 

18.7 

1.4 

See  footnote  at  end  of  table. 
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TABLE  1. — Selected  characteristics  of  disabled  adults  in  1966  by  severity  of  disability: 
Percentage  distribution  of  respondents  and  nonrespondents  in  the  1969  followup  survey  of 
the  disabled — Continued 


Selected 

characteristics 
in  1966 

1969 

followup 

population 

(in 

thousands) 

- - 

Insti¬ 

tution¬ 

alized 

Nonrespondents 

Total 

percent 

Respon¬ 

dents 

Deceased 

i 

i 

Percent 

,  Standard 

error 

of 

percent 

Severe 

Total . 

■ 

2,866 

100.0 

68.1 

! 

! 

n.i  i 

i 

1.6 

19.2 

1.9 

Age  on  2/1/66 

i 

1  ;• 

* 

18-24 . 

19 

(V) 

? 

— 

— 

—  — — 

25-34 . 

180 

100.0 

48.0 

i.i 

1.1 

50.0 

5.5 

35-44 . 

498 

100.0 

77.5 

4.0 

2.8 

15.7 

2.6 

45-54 . 

701 

100.0 

73.0 

8.7 

2.7 

15.7 

2.4 

55-59 . 

650 

100.0 

64.6 

17.2  ' 

1.1 

17.1 

2.5 

60-64 . . 

817 

100.0 

66 . 8 

15.1 

.4 

17.7 

2.4 

Sex 

Men . . . 

1,060 

100.0 

61.5 

19.3 

2.9 

16.3 

2.2 

Women . 

1,806 

100.0 

72.0 

6.3  : 

.9 

20.9 

2.2 

Race 

| 

White . 

2,180 

100.0 

68.7 

12.5 

2.1 

16.6 

1.9 

Negro  and  other... 

686 

100.0 

66.1 

6.7 

27.1 

3.2 

Marital  status 

Married . 

1,910 

100.0 

70.5 

11.0  | 

.8 

17.7 

2.0 

Widowed . 

375 

100.0 

67.2 

12.5 

1.5 

18.9 

3.1 

Divorced,  separated 

388 

100.0 

58.1 

12.9  ! 

6.0 

22.9 

3.3 

Never  married . 

193 

100.0 

66.5 

5.2 ; 

1.7 

26.4 

4.3 

Education 

! 

Less  than  8  years. 

1,041 

100.0 

69.4 

9.2  | 

1.0 

20.6 

2.5 

8  years . 

538 

100.0 

59.5 

17.7! 

.9 

21.9 

3.1 

1-3  years  of  high 

! 

school . 

525 

100.0 

72.0 

9.3  i 

4.6 

13.9 

2.4 

4  years  of  high 

i 

1 

school . 

489 

100.0 

68.3 

6.3 

.2 

25.2 

3.3 

College . 

234 

100.0 

70.4 

19.7  | 

.  6 

9.4 

2.2 

Not  reported . 

39 

100.0 

84.4 

2.6  j 

1 

12.5 

... 

See  footnote  at  end  of  table. 
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TABLE  1. — Selected  characteristics  of  disabled  adults  in  1966  by  severity  of  disability: 
Percentage  distribution  of  respondents  and  nonrespondents  in  the  1969  followup  survey  of 
the  disabled — Continued 


Selected 
characteristics 
in  1966 


1969 


followup 
f  population 
(in 

I  thousands) 


Total 

percent 


i 


Nonrespondents 


1  - - JT- - - 

m  t 

Respon¬ 

dents 

Deceased 

tution- 

alized 

1 

' 

Percent 

Standard 

error 

of 

percent 

Severe — Continued 


h 

1 

Family  life  cycle 

— . - — -  i 

1 

1 

Dependent  nonmarried  | 
nonhead,  18-44.... 

87 

i 

1 

100.0  | 

66.7 

2.3 

* 

] 

9.6 

21.8 

CO 

• 

Married  head  or 

spouse . 

1,890 

100.0 

70.4 

11.1 

.8 

17.8 

2.0 

With  minor  children 

678 

100.0 

70.4 

6.5 

1.2 

22.0 

2.9 

With  adult  children j 
only . 

274 

1 

100.0 

79.0 

9.9 

.2 

10.9 

2.4 

With  no  children.. 

938 

100.0 

67.8 

14.8 

.6 

16. & 

2.2 

Nonmarried  head, 

18-64 . 

665 

i 

100.0 

62.3 

13.4 

3.3 

21.1 

2.8 

With  children . 

244 

100.0 

61.0 

7.8 

1.0 

30.3 

4.3 

With  no  children.. 

421 

100.0 

62.9 

16.4 

4.5 

15.9 

2.7 

Dependent  older 

adults . 

224 

100. 0 

1 

67.0 

8.5 

.9 

23.7 

3.9 

Labor  force  status 

Not  in  labor  force.. 

2,313 

100.0 

69.2 

11.2 

1.7 

17.2 

i 

l 

1.8 

1?n  labor  force . 

541 

100.0 

63.3 

7.6 

1.2 

27.9 

1  3.4 

Employed . 

468 

100.0 

63.4 

4.9 

1.3 

30.3 

3.7 

Full-time . 

39 

100.0 

85.7 

2.6 

— 

12.8 

4.0 

Part-time . 

426 

100.0 

61.1 

5.2 

1.5 

32.2 

3.8 

Unemployed . . 

72 

100.0 

62.3 

25.0 

— 

12.5 

3.7 

Not  reported . . 

13 

a/) 

_ 

—  —  — 

—  —  — 

Public  income 
maintenance  program 

OASDHI  beneficiaries 

874 

100.0 

73.6 

17. 0. 

1.1 

■ 

8.4 

: 

1.5 

Disabled  worker... 

470 

100.0 

67.4 

22.8 

1.5 

8.3 

1.7 

All  others . 

405 

100.0 

80.7 

10.4 

.5 

8.4 

1.8 

Nonbeneficiaries. . . . 

1,992 

100.0 

65.7 

8.5 

1.9 

23.9 

2.3 

Public  assistance. 

301 

100.0 

64.2 

7.0 

.1 

16.9 

3.0 

Other  public  income 
maintenance . 

255 

100.0 

60.1 

16.5 

6.6 

i 

16.9 

3.1 

No  public  income 

maintenance . 

1,437 

100.0 

67.0 

1 

7.4 

1.4 

24.2 

2.6 

See  foo‘tnote  at  end  of  table 
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TABLE  1. — Selected  characteristics  of  disabled  adults  in  1966  by  severity  of  disability: 
Percentage  distribution  of  respondents  and  nonrespondents  in  the  1969  followup  survey  of 
the  disabled — Continued 


i 

1969 

Nonrespondents 

followup 

population 

Insti¬ 

tution- 

Selected 

Total 

Respon- 

Deceased 

Standard 

characteristics 

(in 

percent 

dents 

alized 

Percent 

error 

in  1966 

thousands) 

L 

of 

percent 

Occupational 

Total . 

2,516 

100.0 

74.2 

5.7 

0.5 

19.6 

2.2 

Age  on  2/1/66 

18-24 . 

63 

100.0 

49.2 

- — 

50.8 

16.1 

25-34 . 

265 

100.0 

63.9 

7.2 

2.6 

26.4 

6.9 

35-44 . 

498 

100.0 

75.5 

1.8 

.9 

21.7 

4.6 

45-54 . 

920 

100.0 

71.7 

7.8 

— 

20.4 

3.4 

55-59 . 

399 

100.0 

77.3 

6.0 

.3 

16.5 

4.8 

60-64 . 

373 

100.0 

86.8 

5 . 6 

— 

7.5 

3.5 

Sex 

Men . . . . 

1,178 

100,0 

72.3 

7.6 

.5 

19.7 

3.1 

Women . 

1,338 

100.0 

75.9 

4.1 

.5 

19.5 

3.0 

Race 

White . . 

2,140 

100.0 

74.2 

5.6 

.4 

19.8 

2.3  • 

Negro  and  other... 

376 

100,0 

73.9 

6.6 

1.1 

18.4 

5.1 

Marital  status 

Married. . .  . . 

2,007 

100.0 

74.7 

6.1 

— 

19.2 

2.4 

Widowed . 

199 

100.0 

82.3 

2.5 

.2 

15.1 

6.3 

Divorced,  separated 

183 

100.0 

61.6 

3.3 

2.4 

32.8 

8.9 

Never  married . 

127 

100.0 

71.4 

1 

8.7 

5.5 

14.2 

7.9 

Education 

Less  than  8  years. 

744 

100.0 

76.9 

9.8 

.7 

12.6 

3.1 

8  years . 

1-3  years  of  high 

406 

100.0 

68.1 

7.1 

1.9 

22.9 

5.4 

school . 

548 

100.0 

76.7 

2.6 

— 

20.8 

4.4 

4  years  of  high 

school . 

526 

100.0 

75.1 

1.0 

— 

24.0 

4.7 

College . 

262 

100.0 

68.4 

8.4 

— 

23.3 

6.6 

Not  reported . 

30 

100.0 

79.2 

3.3 

16.7 

: 

12.8 
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TABLE  1. — Selected  characteristics  of  disabled  adults  in  1966  by  severity  of  disability: 
Percentage  distribution  of  respondents  and  nonrespondents  in  the  1969  followup  survey  of 
the  disabled — Continued 


Selected 
characteristics 
in  1966 

_ 

1969 

followup 

population 

(in 

thousands) 

Total 

percent 

Respon¬ 

dents 

_ 

I 

Deceased 

Insti¬ 

tution¬ 

alized 

Percent 

Standard 

error 

of 

percent 

Occupational- 

--Continued 

Family  life  cycle 

Dependent  nonmarried. 

nonhead,  18-44 . 

74 

100.0 

65.2 

14.6 

20.3 

12.0 

Married  head  or 

spouse  18-64 . 

1,998 

100.0 

74.7 

6.1 

.1 

19.2 

2.4 

With  minor  children 

1,049 

100.0 

73.4 

4.9 

— 

21.7 

3.4 

With  adult  children 

1 

only . 

280 

100.0 

70.5 

5.4 

.2 

23.9 

6.5 

With  no  children. . . 

669 

100.0 

78.6 

8.4 

— 

13.2 

3.3 

Nonmarried  head. 

18-64 . 

329 

100.0 

74.2 

3.0 

.3 

22.8 

5.9 

With  children . 

173 

100.0 

60.2  > 

5.2 

— 

34.7 

9.4 

With  no  children... 

156 

100.0 

89.7 

.6 

.  6 

10.3 

6.3 

Dependent  older 

adults . 

114 

100.0 

72.8 

10.5 

.9 

16.7 

8.8 

Labor  force  status 

Not  in  labor  force... 

849 

100.0 

72.2 

6.4 

.6 

20.8 

3.6 

In  labor  force . 

1,667 

100.0 

75.2 

5.4 

.4 

19.0 

2.6 

Employed . 

1,513 

100.0 

74.4 

5.2 

.5 

20.0 

2.8 

Full-time . 

1,139 

100.0 

73.9 

3.9 

.6 

21.7 

3.3 

Part-time . 

374 

100.0 

75.9 

9.1 

.2 

14.7 

4.8 

Unemployed . 

143 

100.0 

82.3 

8.4 

— 

9.1 

6.2 

Not  reported . 

(2/; 

| 

100.0 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Public  income 

\ 

\ 

maintenance  program 

1 

OASDHI  beneficiaries. 

149 

100.0 

85.7 

6.7 

.7 

6.7 

5.2 

Disabled  worker.... 

14 

100.0 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

All  others . 

135 

100.0 

88.1 

5.9 

— 

5.9 

5.1 

Nonbeneficiaries . 

2,367 

100.0 

73.5 

5.7 

.5 

20.4 

2.3 

Public  assistance.. 

119 

100.0 

54.7 

17.6 

— 

27.7 

10.4 

Other  public  income 

! 

i 

maintenance . 

307 

100.0 

64.1 

9.8 

2.2 

23.8 

6.2 

No  public  income 

1 

| 

maintenance . 

1,941 

i 

1 

100.0 

76.1 

4.3 

.2 

19.4 

2.5 

See  footnote  at  end  of  table. 
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TABLE  1. — Selected  characteristics  of  disabled  adults  in  1966  by  severity  of  disability: 
Percentage  distribution  of  respondents  and  nonrespondents  in  the  1969  followup  survey  of 
the  disabled — Continued 


1969 

followup 

population 

(in 

thousands)  j 

1 

1 

i 

1 

I 

Insti¬ 

tution¬ 

alized 

Nonrespondents 

Selected 

characteristics 
in  1966 

Total 

percent 

Respon¬ 

dents 

1 

Deceased 

i 

i 

i  Percent 

! 

| 

Standard 

error 

of 

percent 

Secondary  work  limitations 

Total . 

Age  on  2/1/66 

2,981 

100.0 

1 

I 

82.1 

2.6 

0.1 

15.3 

1.8 

18-24 . 

112 

100.0 

78.6 

4.5 

17.9 

9.1 

25-34 . 

418 

100.0 

74.6 

1.0 

— 

24.4 

5.4 

35-44 . 

580 

100.0 

87.3 

.5 

.2 

11.9 

3.4 

45-54 . 

912 

100.0 

83.1 

1.4 

15.4 

3.0 

55-59 . 

416 

100.0 

74.8 

6.7 

.3 

18.3 

4.8 

60-64 . 

Sex 

543 

100.0 

86.8 

4.2 

.1 

8.8 

3.1 

Men . 

1,571 

100.0 

79.3 

3.7 

.1 

16.9 

2.6 

Women . 

Race 

1,410 

100.0 

85.1 

1.3 

.1 

! 

13.4 

2.5 

White . 

2,559 

100.0 

83.5 

2.7 

.1 

13.7 

1.8 

Negro  and  other. . . . 

Marital  status 

422 

100.0 

73.3 

1.7 

.3 

24.6 

5.4 

Married . 

2,409 

100.0 

82.9 

2.9 

.1 

14.1 

1.9 

Widowed . 

171 

100.0 

85.5 

2.9 

— 

11.7 

6.2 

Divorced,  separated 

234 

100.0 

74.4 

.4 

— 

25.2 

7.2 

Never  married . 

Education 

167 

i 

: 

i 

100.0 

77.1 

1.2 

.2 

t 

l 

| 

21.6 

8.2 

Less  than  8  years.. 

613 

100.0 

78.1 

3.6 

!  *2 

18.1 

3.9 

8  years . 

1-3  years  of  high 

418 

1 

j 

100.0 

88.4 

1.7 

_ 

10.0 

3.8 

school . 

4  years  of  high 

605 

r 

100.0 

77.5 

2.5 

.1 

19.8 

4.2 

school . 

702 

100.0 

81.2 

2.7 

.1 

16.0 

3.5 

College . 

595 

100.0 

86.9 

1.3 

11.8 

3.4 

Not  reported . 

48 

100.0 

89.2 

10.4 

i - 

I 

i 

i 
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TABLE  1. — Selected  characteristics  of  disabled  adults  in  1966  by  severity  of  disability: 
Percentage  distribi?tion  of  respondents  and  nonrespondents  m  the  1969  followup  survey  of 
the  disabled — Continued 


■ - r 

Selected 
characteristics 
in  1966 

i 

i 

— 

1969 

Re spon- 
den  s 

— 

Deceased 

Insti¬ 

tution¬ 

alized 

Nonrespondents 

followup  ! 
population 
(in 

thousands) 

! 

1 

Total 

percent 

i 

i 

i 

Percent 

1 

i 

Standard 

error 

of 

percent 

1 

Secondary  work  limitations — Continued 

Family  life  cycle 

Dependent  nonmarried 

i 

i 

I 

nonhead,  18-44.... 

104 

100.0 

74.7 

— 

— 

25.0 

10.6 

Married  head  or 

spouse,  18-64 . 

2,356 

100.0 

82.8 

2.9 

.1 

14.2 

2.0 

With  minor  children 

1,265 

100.0 

85.8 

1.7 

— 

12.4 

2.4 

With  adult  children 

only . 

303  i 

100.0 

83.5 

6.9 

.  6 

8.9 

4.1 

With  no  children. . 

788 

100.0 

77.8 

3.2 

— 

19.0 

3.5 

Nonmarried  head. 

18-64 . 

383 

100.0 

77.0 

1.6 

— 

21.7 

5.4 

With  children . 

165 

100.0 

84.3 

.3 

15.8 

7.3 

With  no  children. . 

218 

100.0 

71.1 

2.8 

— 

26.1 

7.5 

Dependent  older 

adults . 

138 

100.0 

89.1 

1.4 

— 

9.4 

6.4 

Labor  force  status 

Not  in  labor  force.. 

983 

100.0 

86.3 

1.8 

.3 

11.6 

2.6 

In  labor  force . 

1,992 

100.0 

80.0 

3.0 

— 

17.0 

2.2 

Employed . 

1,908 

100.0 

81.1 

2.8 

_ 

16.1 

2.3 

Full-time . 

1,751 

100.0 

82.0 

3.0 

15.0 

2.3 

Part-time . 

157 

100.0 

71.4 

— 

28.7 

9.3 

Unemployed . 

84 

100.0 

55.0 

7.1 

.4 

38.1 

13.5 

Not  reported . 

5 

1 

(V) 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Public  income 

1 

maintenance  program 

OASDHI  beneficiaries 

296 

100.0 

79.7 

1.7 

3 

18.2 

5.6 

Disabled  worker... 

43 

100.0 

75.2 

9.3 

2.4 

14.0 

11.9 

All  others . 

253 

100.0 

80.2 

.4 

— 

19.0 

6.3 

Nonbeneficiaries. . . . 

2,685 

100.0 

82.3 

2.6 

.1 

15.0 

1.9 

Public  assistance. 

56 

100.0 

66 . 8 

1.8 

.  6 

30.4 

15.4 

Other  public  income 

maintenance . 

159 

100.0 

89.8 

.6 

.2 

9.4 

5.9 

No  public  income 

[ 

maintenance . 

2,470 

i 

100.0 

82.2 

2.8 

.1 

14.9 

2.0 

1/  Base  less  than  25,000. 
V  Less  than  500. 
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TABLE  2. --Disability  characteristics  of  disabled  adults  in  1966  by  severity  of  disability: 
Percentage  distribution  of  respondents  and  nonrespondents  in  the  1969  followup  survey  of 
the  disabled 


Selected 
characteristics 
in  1966 

1969 

followup 

population 

(in 

thousands) 

Total 

percent 

Respon¬ 

dents 

Deceased 

*  Insti- 
|  tution- 
|  alized 

I 

Nonrespondents 

Percent 

Standard 

error 

of 

percent 

All  disabled 

Total . 

8,363 

100.0 

74.9 

6.4 

.7 

17.9 

1.2 

Major  disabling 

conditions 

Musculoskeletal 

disorder . 

2,535 

100.0 

77.8 

5.6 

.3 

16.3 

2.0 

Cardiovascular 

disorder. . . 

2,398 

100.0 

75.1 

7.1 

.3 

17.5 

2.0 

Respiratory/ related 

disorder . 

733 

100.0 

80.0 

5.7 

— 

14.3 

3.3 

Digestive  disorder 

696 

100.0 

69.9 

4.2 

.  6 

25.3 

4.3 

Mental  disorders... 

437 

100.0 

77.5 

4.6 

2.0 

16.0 

4.6 

Nervous  system 

disorders . 

369 

100.0 

66.8 

11.7 

7.2 

14.4 

4.8 

Neoplasms . 

194 

100.0 

53.2 

16.0 

— 

30.9 

8.6 

Urogenital 

disorders . 

2.6 

100.0 

64.0 

3.2 

— 

32.9 

8.3 

Diabetes . 

283 

100.0 

73.8 

11.7 

2.5 

12.0 

5.0 

Visual  impairments. 

153 

100.0 

87.2 

2.6 

— 

10.5 

6.5 

Other  and  unspeci- 

fied  conditions.. 

352 

100.0 

72.3 

4.5 

.1 

23.0 

5.8 

Duration  of 

disability 

1  year . 

1,303 

100.0 

69.7 

9.1 

.1 

21.0 

3.1 

2  years . 

1,330 

100.0 

74.5 

6.4 

.4 

18.6 

2.9 

3-4  years . 

2,189 

100.0 

76.1 

6.7 

.7 

16.5 

2.1 

5-9  years . 

3,540 

100.0 

76.2 

— 

5.3 

1.1 

17.3 

1.7 
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TABLE  2. — Disability  characteristics  of  disabled  adults  in  1966  by  severity  of  disability: 
Percentage  distribution  of  respondents  and  nonrespondents  in  the  1969  followup  survey  of 
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1969 

Nonrespc 

mdents 

Selected 
characteristics 
in  1966 

1 

I 

1 

J 

followup 

population 

(in 

thousands) 

Total 

percent 

Respon¬ 

dents 

Deceased 

.  Insti¬ 
tution¬ 
alized 

Percent 

Standard 

error 

of 

percent 

• 

i 

Severe 

Total . 

Major  disabling 
condition 

2,866 

100.0 

68.1 

11.1 

1.6 

19.2 

1.9 

Musculoskeletal 

disorder . 

Cardiovascular 

692 

100.0 

68.5 

7.9 

1.1 

22.5 

2.9 

disorder . 

Respiratory/ related 

916 

100.0 

71.4 

12.2 

.6 

15.8 

2.2 

disorder . 

236 

100.0 

67.6 

16.9 

— 

15.3 

3.0 

Digestive  disorder. 

170 

100.0 

55.6 

5.9 

.3 

38.2 

5.2 

Mental  disorder.... 
Nervous  system 

203 

100.0 

70.1 

9.9 

4.0 

16.3 

3.3 

disorder . 

233 

100.0 

58.4 

16.3 

10.6 

14.6 

2.9 

Neoplasms . 

Urogenital 

104 

100.0 

52.9 

23.1 

—  —  — 

24.0 

4.8 

disorders . 

73 

100.0 

62.9 

9.6 

— 

27.4 

5.6 

Diabetes . 

107 

100.0 

87.4 

9.3 

.5 

2.8 

1.2 

Visual  impairments. 
Other  and  unspeci- 

51 

100.0 

82.0 

5.9 

—  —  — 

11.8 

3.8 

fied  conditions.. 

Duration  of 
disability 

80 

100.0 

67.9 

1.2 

.7 

30.3 

5.7 

1  year . 

399 

100.0 

54.5 

19.8 

.3 

25.3 

3.5 

2  years . 

489 

100.0 

69.6 

9.0 

1.0 

20.4 

2.9 

3-4  years . 

672 

100.0 

73.4 

11.3 

2.2 

13.1 

2.1 

5-9  years . 

1,307 

100.0 

69.0 

9.1 

2.0 

20.0 

2.4 
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TABLE  2. --Disability  characteristics  of  disabled  adults  in  1966  by  severity  of  disability: 
Percentage  distribution  of  respondents  and  nonrespondents  in  the  1969  followup  survey  of 

the  disabled  — Continued 


Selected 
characteristics 
in  1966 

1969 

Nonrespondents 

followup 

population 

(in 

thousands) 

Total 

percent 

Respon¬ 

dents 

Deceased 

Insti¬ 

tution¬ 

alized 

Percent 

Standard 

error 

of 

percent 

Occupational 

Total . , 

2,516 

100.0 

74.2 

5.7 

0.5 

19.6 

2.2 

Maior  disabling 

conditions 

Musculoskeletal 

disorder* ........ 

895 

1,00.0 

76.0 

7.0 

17.0 

3.3 

Cardiovascular 

disorder . 

692 

100.0 

72.7 

6 . 6 

.1 

20.5 

3.9 

Respiratory /related 

disorder. ........ 

165 

100.0 

90,9 

.  6 

— 

8.5 

5.6 

Digestive  disorder. 

247 

100.0 

69.7 

2.8 

1.6 

25.9 

7.1 

Mental  disorder.... 

125 

100.0 

83.8 

— 

.4 

16.0 

8.4- 

Nervous  system 

disorder . . . 

100 

100.0 

86 . 6 

5.0 

.5 

8.0 

6.6 

Neoplasms .......... 

53 

100.0 

42.7 

--- 

— 

56.6 

16.8 

Urogenital 

di sorders . 

67 

100.0 

34.6 

— 

— 

65.7 

14.9 

Diabetes . . 

60 

100.0 

61.4 

16.7 

10.8 

11.7 

10.3 

Visual  impairments. 

40 

100.0 

75.5 

2.5 

— 

22.5 

14.4 

Other  and  unspeci- 

fied  conditions.. 

71 

100.0 

78.5 

15.5 

■ - 

5.6 

6.9 

Duration  of 
disability 

1  year . . . 

323 

100.0 

74.6 

5.6 

-  — 

19.8 

5.7 

2  years . . . 

401 

100.0 

67.1 

7.7 

— 

25.2 

5.6 

3-4  years . 

670 

100.0 

71.8 

7.8 

.2 

20.1 

4.0 

5-9  years. ......... 

1,122 

100.0 

78.0 

3.8 

1.0 

17.2 

3.0 
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TABLE  2. —  Disability  characteristics  of  disabled  adults  in  1966  bv  severity  of  disability: 
Percentage  distribution  of  respondents  and  nonrespondents  in  the  1969  followup  survey  of 
the  disabled- -Continued 


Selected 

characteristics 
in  1966 

S 

i 

| 

i 

1969 

- r 

1 

Nonrespondents 

followup 

population 

(in 

thousands) 

Total 

percent 

| 

1 

Respon¬ 

dents 

|1 

Deceased 

Insti¬ 

tution¬ 

alized 

Percent 

Standard 

error 

of 

percent 

! 

Secondary  work  limitations 

j 

Total . i 

Major  disabling 
condition 

2,981 

100.0 

82.1 

2.6 

0.1 

15.3 

1.8 

Musculoskeletal 

disorder . 

Cardiovascular 

947 

100.0 

88.1 

2.5 

.1 

11.2 

2.6 

disorder . 

Respiratory/ related 

790 

100.0 

81.3 

1.8 

16.8 

3.3 

disorder . 

332 

100.0 

83.4 

.6 

16.0 

5.1 

Digestive  disorder. 

278 

100.0 

78.9 

4.3 

16.9 

5.7 

Mental  disorder.... 
Nervous  system 

108 

100.0 

84.3 

—  “  — 

•  M  «. 

15.7 

8.8 

disorder . 

36 

100.0 

66.0 

2.8 

3.5 

27.8 

15.5 

Neoplasms . 

Urogenital 

37 

100.0 

69.1 

18.9 

... 

10.8 

10.6 

disorders . 

76 

100.0 

90.8 

— 

9.2 

8.4 

Diabetes . 

116 

100.0 

67.5 

11.2 

— 

21.6 

9.7 

Visual  impairments. 
Other  and  unspeci- 

62 

100.0 

99.0 

— - 

— 

1.6 

4.0 

fied  conditions.. 

Duration  of 
disability 

200 

100.0 

71.9 

2.0 

26.0 

7.7 

1  year . 

581 

100.0 

77.4 

3.8 

.1 

18.6 

4.1 

2  years . 

440 

100.0 

86.7 

2.3 

.2 

10.9 

3.8 

3-4  years . 

848 

100.0 

81.6 

2.2 

— 

16.2 

3.2 

5-9  years . 

1,112 

100.0 

83.0 

2.4 

.1 

14.5 

2.7 
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